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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to arguments filed June 12, 2006. Claims 1, 3-10, 12-19, 21-30 
are pending. Claims 1, 3-10, 12-19, 21-30 represent distributing revision blocks. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 3-10, 12-19 and 21-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Moozakis, "Ford to Share Design on Web-Carmaker salvages legacy system," 
herein referred to as "Moozakis" in view of Jones et al. US Patent No. 6,493,731 

4. Jones teaches the invention as claimed including tracking document history in metadata 
format (see abstract). 

5. Moozakis teaches the invention as claimed including sharing a CAD document over the 
Internet and storing collaboration data such as revision history (see full document). 

6. As per claim 1 , Moozakis teaches a method for distributing design document changes 
comprising: 

(a) capturing a n extensible markup language (XML) representation of a revision block 
of a document wherein: 
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(i) the revision block documents a history of one or more changes made directly by one 
or more users to the design document (paragraph 4-6 and 12-14); 

(ii) each row of the revision block represents one of the changes (column 4, lines 29-59; 
column 5, lines 10-56; column 6, lines 21-41); 

(iii) each row of the revision block comprises a date for the change represented in the row 
(column 4, lines 29-59; column 5, lines 10-56; column 6, lines 21-41); and 

(b) distributing the representation via a network service (paragraph 4-6) 
Moozakis does not teach (ii) each row of the revision block represents one of the 
changes; and 

(iii) each row of the revision block comprises a date for the change represented in the row 

Jones teaches each row of the revision block represents one of the changes (column 4, 
lines 29-59; column 5, lines 10-56; column 6, lines 21-41); 

(iii) each row of the revision block comprises a date for the change represented in the row 
(column 4, lines 29-59; column 5, lines 10-56; column 6, lines 21-41); and 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the rows of Jones with the revision history of Moozakis. A person of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this to document collaboration between 
two entities (Moozakis pp 9 and 12). 

7. As per claim 3, Moozakis teaches the method of claim 1. Moozakis does not teach 
wherein the revision block comprises a table of various document properties. Jones teaches 
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wherein the revision block comprises a table of various document properties (column 4, lines 60- 
67; column 6, lies 58-67; column 7, lines 1-4). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the table of Jones with the revision history of Moozakis. A person of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this to standardize the revisions so that 
all users are familiar with the document (Moozakis pp 2). 
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8. As per claim 4, Moozakis teaches the method of claim 3, wherein the document 
properties are customized to meet documentation needs of an organization (pp 2, 4, 7). 

9. As per claim 5, Moozakis teaches the method of claim 1 . Moozakis does not teach 
wherein the representation is automatically captured. Jones teaches wherein the representation is 
automatically captured (column 6, lines 41-56). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the capturing of Jones with the revision history of Moozakis. A person of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this to work in a standard format 
(Moozakis pp 2 3 20). 

10. As per claim 6, Moozakis teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the representation is 
captured transparently to a user (paragraph 13, 14). 

11. As per claim 7, Moozakis teaches the method of claim 1 . Moozakis does not teach 
wherein the representation is distributed to a consumer of the document such that the consumer 
is notified of changes in the document without having to refer to the document directly. Jones 
teaches wherein the representation is distributed to a consumer of the document such that the 
consumer is notified of changes in the document without having to refer to the document directly 
(the user can review the document in context of the resource documents; column 5, lines 1-56; 
column 6, lines 1-21). 
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It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the notification of Jones with the revisions of Moozakis. A person of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this so that the user, such as a buyer, 
has immediate access to any changes made to his order. 

12. As per claim 8, Moozakis teaches the method of claim 1 . Moozakis does not teach 
further comprising: 

updating the representation as additional revisions are added to the revision block; and 
redistributing the representation, 
ones teaches further comprising: 

updating the representation as additional revisions are added to the revision block (the 
resources are updated; column 4, lines 46-60; column 12, lines 56-67; column 9, lines 31-67) and 

redistributing the representation (the resources are stored on the distributed network 
environment; column 4, lines 46-60). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the notification of Jones with the specification of Moozakis. A person of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this so that the user, such as a buyer, 
has immediate access to any changes made to his order. 

13. As per claim 9, Moozakis teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the distributing 
comprises transmitting the representation to the network service via a network, wherein the 
network service transmits the representation: 
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to a web site used to track revisions for a project (pp 4, pp 6); 
to a database used for document management (pp 13); and 
in an email to a design document consumer (pp 4). 



14. As per claim 28, Moozakis teaches the method of claim 1 . Moozakis does not teach 
wherein the revision block further comprises: 
A revision number; 

A description of each change to the design document; and 

A user name for the user that made each change to the design document. 
Jones teaches wherein the revision block further comprises: 

A revision number (column 4, lines 29-59; column 5, lines 10-56 ); 

A description of each change to the design document (column 4, lines 29-59; column 5, 
lines 10-56); and 

A user name for the user that made each change to the design document (column 4, lines 29- 

59; column 5, lines 10-56). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the revisions of Jones with the revision history of Moozakis. A person of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this to standardize the revisions so that, 
all users are familiar with the document (Moozakis pp 2). 
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15. Claims 10, 1 1-19 and 21-30 are rejected with the same rationale as claims 1, 3-9 and 28 
because they because they disclose an apparatus and article of manufacture for the invention, but 
have the same limitations as claims 1, 3-9 and 28. 

Response to Arguments 

16. Applicant's arguments filed June 12, 2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

17. The Office notes the following arguments: 

a. The reference Moozakis does not teach distributing the XML representation of the 
document without transmitting the design document itself. 

b. A components revision history can be made not have been made directly by a 
user. 

c. Jones does not teach an XML representation of revisions of documents. 

d. Jones does not teach any changes made to the design document. 

18. In response to: 

(a). Moozakis teaches distributing design data, such as revision history, supplier 
information and price paid, in paragraph 13 of Moozakis. The data does not necessarily 
include the whole design document. 
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(b) In Moozakis, suppliers and engineers are both users of a design document, so if a 
supplier is making changes to a document, it is considered as if a user is making changes 
to the document. 

(c) Jones, in combination with Moozakis teaches revision of the document and saving 
revision changes. See Jones column 4, lines 45-60. Jones does not teach that the 
revisions are stored in XML format, but that is already taught by the primary Moozakis 
reference. So in combination, the references teach the limitations of the claims. 

(d) Jones clearly teaches making and storing changes to the document and storing this 
data separately from the whole document. See Figure 3. The metadata, which stores all 
the changes of the document, is stored separately from the whole document. See column 
4, lines 28-32. 



Conclusion 

19. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Uzma Alam whose telephone number is (571) 272-3995. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Tuesday 5:30 AM - 2:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571) 272-4001 . The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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